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State of Wisconsin 
Before the Dentistry Examining Board 

In the Mat.ter of Disciplinary Proceedings Against 

Raymond Portman, D.D.S. 
Respondent 

Case No. 94 DEN 114 
________________________________________-------------------------------------------------- --__----- 

Final Decision and Order 

The parties to this proceeding for purposes of s. 227.53, Stats., are: 

Raymond Portman, D.D.S. 
701 5th Avenue 
Antigo WI 54409 

Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board 
Department of Regulation and Licensing 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison WI 53708 

Division of Enforcement 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison WI 53708 

The parties in this matter agree to the terms and conditions of the attached stipulation as the final 
decision of this matter. Accordingly, the Board adopts the Stipulation and makes the following: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Raymond Portman, D.D.S., was born on December 19, 1938, and is licensed to practice 
dentistry in the state of Wisconsin pursuant to license 1825, first granted on June 27, 1962. He 
practices in Antigo, Wisconsin. 

2. During 1994, Dr. Portman recommended and provided Nikken brand magnets to one of his 
patients for relief of dental conditions. Nikken purports that the magnets it sells through 
distributors are effective for the relief of pain and some disease, and promote general health. 

3. At the time Dr. Portman recommended and provided N&ken brand magnets to his dental 
patient, he knew that the magnets were not approved medical devices and had not been tested in 
any double-blind studies. 



4. On or before December 10, 1995, Dr. Portman ceased recommending and providing Nikken 
brand magnets to his patients on his own conclusion that the magnets were not effective. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Dentistry Examining Board has jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to s. 447.07(3), Stats. 

2. By encouraging, and recommending unproven electro-magnetic therapies to his dental 
patients, Dr. Portman violated s. DE 5.02(5), Wis. Admin. Code. 

ORDER 

Now, therefore, it is ordered that Raymond Portman, D.D.S., be and hereby is REPRIMANDED. 

Dated this 6th day of March, 1996. 

WISCONSIN DENTISTRY EXAMINING BOARD 



State of Wisconsin 
Before the Dentistry Examining Board 

________________________________________------------------------------------------------~.-- _______ 
In the Matter of Disciplinary Proceedings Against 

Raymond Portman, D.D.S. 
Respondent 

Case No. 94 DEN 114 
________________________________________----------------------------------------------------------- 

Stipulation 
________________________________________--~~~~--------------------~~~~~~--------------------------- 

It is hereby stipulated between Raymond Portman, D.D.S., personally and on his own 

behal,f snd James E. Po!ewski, Attorney for the Division of Enforcement. Department of 
Regulation and Licensing, as follows: 

1. This stipulation is entered in resolution of the pending proceedings concerning 
Dr.Portman’s license. The Stipulation and the proposed Final Decision and Order shall be 
presented directly to the Dentistry Examining Board for its consideration and adoption. 

2. In resolution of these proceedings, Dr.Portman consents to the entry of the attached 
Final Decision and Order. 

3. Dr.Portman is aware of and understands each of his rights, including: 
. the right to a hearing on the allegations against him, at which the state would 

have the burden of proving the allegations by a preponderance of the 
evidence, 

. the right to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against him, 

. the right to call witnesses on his own behalf and to compel their attendance 
by subpoena, 

. the right to testify himself, 

. the right to tile objections to any proposed decision and to present briefs or 
oral arguments to the ofticials who are to render the final decision, 

. the right to petition for rehearmg, 

. the right to be represented at every stage of the proceeding, including the 
making of any stipulation, by an attorney of his choosing, at his own 
expense, 

. all other rights afforded to him under the United States Constitution, the 
Wisconsin Constitution, the Wisconsin Statutes and the Wisconsin 
Administrative Code. 



. . 

4. Dr.Portman is aware and understands that by signing this stipulation he voluntarily 
and knowingly waives the rights set forth in paragraph 3 above, and does vohmtarily and 
knowingly waive those rights. 

5. If the terms of this stipulation are not acceptable to the Board, the parties shall not be 
bound by the contents of this stipulation, and the matter shall be returned to the Division 
of Enforcement for further proceedings. In the event that this stipulation is not accepted 
by the Board, the parties agree not to contend that the Board has been prejudiced or 
biased in any manner by the consideration of this attempted resolution. 

6. The parties to this stipulation agree that the attorney for the Division of Enforcement 
and the member of the Dentistry Examining Board assigned as an advisor in this 
investigation may appear before the Board for the purpose of speaking in favor of this 
agreement and answering questions that the members of the Board may have in 
connection with their deliberations on the stipulation. 

< 
c, .er. - .’ .L 

James E. Polewski 
Attorney 
Division of Enforcement 

Date 
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N O T IC E  O F  A P P E A L  IN F O R M A T IO N  

N o tice  O f R igh ts For  R e h e a r i n g  O r Judic ia l  R e v i e w , T h e  T imes  A l l owed  For  
E a c h , A a d  T h e  Id e n tifica tio n  O f T h e  P a rty T o  B e  N a m e d  A s R e s p o n d e n t. 

S e rve P e titio n  fo r  R e h e a r i n g  o r  Judic ia l  R e v i e w  o n : 
S T A T E  O F  W IS C O N S IN D E n l T IS T R Y  E X A M INING B O A R D  

1 4 0 0  B sa t W a s h i n g to n  A v e n u e  
P .O . B o x  8 9 3 5  

M a d i s o n , W I 5 3 7 0 8 . 

T h e  D a te  o f M a i l ing th is  Dec is ion  is: 

M a r c h  7 , 1 9 9 6  

1 . R IC ID Z A R IN G  
A n y  pe rson  a8gr ieved  by  th is  o rde r  m a y  iiIe a  wri t ten p e titio n  fo r  r e h e a tin g  w id tin  

2 0  days  a fte r  serv ice o f th is  o rde r , as  p rov ided  in  sec. 2 2 7 .4 9  o f th e  W iscons in  S tu fu tes , a  
copy  o f wh ich  is rqn in tcd o n  s ide  two o f th is  shee t. ‘Ih e  2 0  day  pe r iod  c o m m e n c e s  th e  
daJr  o f pe rsona l  serv ice o r  m a i l ing o f th is  decis ion.  (The  d a te  o f m a i l ing th is  dec is ion  is 
s h o w n  a b o v e .) 

A  p e titio n  fo r  rehear ing  shou ld  n a m e  as  r e s p o n d e n t a n d  b e  i ikd wi th th e  p q . 
i d m tifii in  th e  box  a b o v e . 

A  p e titio n  fo r  rehear ing  is n o t a  prenqois i te  fo r  appea l  o r  rev iew.  

2 . J U D IC IA L  R E V IE W . 
A n y  pe rson  aggr ieved  by  th is  dec is ion  m a y  p e titio n  fo r  judic ia l  rev iew as  spec i fie d  

in  sec . 2 2 7 .5 3 , W iscons in  S ta tu res  a  copy  o f wh ich  is m p tin te d  o n  s ide  two o f th is  shee t. 
B y law, a  p e titio n  fo r  rev iew m u s t b e  f i led in  circuit  cour t a n d  shou ld  n a m e  as  th e  
r e s p o n d e n t th e  p a tty l isted in  th e  box  a b o v e . A  copy  o f th e  p e titio n  fo r  judic ia l  rev iew 
shou ld  b e  served  u p o n  th e  pa r ty l isted in  th e  box  a b o v e . 

A  p e titio n  m o s t b e  t i led wi th in 3 0  day-s  a fte r  serv ice o f th is  dec is ion  if the re  is n o  
p e titio n  fo r  rehear ing , o r  wi th in 3 0  days  & r serv ice o f th e  o rde r  t% slly d ispos ing  o f a  
p e titio n  fo r  rehear ing . o r  wi th in 3 0  days  a fte r  th e  fina l  d isposi t ion by  o p e r a tio n  o f l aw o f 
any  p e titio n  fo r  t& e a r i n g . 

‘llte 3 O d a y  pe r iod  fo r  serv ing  a n d  ffig  a  p e titio n  c o m m e n c e s  o n  th e  day  a fte r  
pe rsona l  serv ice o r  m a i l ing o f th e  dec is ion  by  th e  agency , o r  th e  day  a fte r  th e  fina l  
d isposi t ion by  o p e r a tio n  o f th e  law o f any  p e titio n  fo r  rehear ing . (The  d a te  o f m a i l ing th is  
dec is ion  is s h o w n  a b o v e .) 


